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BIG- STREAM

A Framework for Digitisation in Africa’s Circular 
Plastic Economy

Celine Ilo, Muyiwa Oyinlola and Oluwaseun Kolade

1 Introduction

According to United Nations (2021), the world’s population is predicted to 
rise to 8.5 billion by 2050 and 11.2 billion by year 2100. This rapid increase in 
population coupled with the versatility of plastics to be adopted in various sectors 
of society (Mrowiec, 2018) has resulted in corresponding increases in the demand 
for natural resources such as salt, crude oil, natural gas, cellulose and coal required 
for the production of plastics (Plastics Europe, 2022). This translates to major 
strain on the earth’s natural resources as a result of increased consumption of non- 
renewable fossil- based materials (Payne and Jones, 2021).

Poor waste management practices across the globe have resulted in severe 
consequences such as pollution of freshwater resources, clogging waterways and 
permeating sub- aquatic space (Awoyera and Adesina, 2020). Approximately 
4.8– 12.7 million tonnes of waste is expelled into water bodies from coastal 
areas every year (Conkle et al., 2017; Mrowiec, 2018). Furthermore, it has been 
reported that plastics and microplastics (plastics considered to be smaller than 
5 mm) currently account for a reasonable proportion of marine debris. This is 
alarming as microplastics pose a threat to the sustenance of life underwater Given 
that smaller sea creatures and those in their formation stages can easily ingest 
these materials, thus introducing microplastics into oceanic food chains (Conkle 
et al., 2017). In addition, terrestrial biodiversity is threatened with the risk of 
extinction as a result of discharges emanating from toxic elements constituting 
plastic wastes, which saturate and pollute the ecosystem. Improper plastic waste 
management also poses far- reaching threats to public health as microplastics are 
taken up through air inhalation, ingestion or absorption when plastic wastes are 
being incinerated in some communities. The particles released during this activity 
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can be inhaled in the air, ingested when they settle on drinking water or absorbed 
through chemical transfer in food types consumed by humans (Marsden et al., 
2019; Silva et al., 2022).

The non- biodegradable characteristic of plastics is attributable to its heavy 
molecular weight; hence, if not managed adequately at end of life, these will 
remain on the earth’s surface for many years without decomposing or disintegrating 
(Sharuddin, Abnisa and Daud, 2016). This further underlines a requirement for 
the development of a sustainable solution aimed at the disruption of the prevalent 
linear economy for plastics and solid waste management in Africa.

Several scholars (e.g., Bakker et al., 2014; Rashid et al., 2013) posit that it 
is possible to address the global problem of poor plastic waste management by 
establishing a holistic system governed by the principles of the circular economy 
(CE), which regulates all phases in the plastic value chain (Kaur et al., 2018; 
Mrowiec, 2018). This system is referred to as the “Circular Plastic Economy 
(CPE)”, and its rationale is hinged on transforming the methods of designing, 
producing and using plastic materials. In other words, the CPE aims to facilitate 
extended service life, value recovery and ecological compatibility for plastic 
resources. It entails a fundamental rethink of design and production approach 
which culminates in a closed- loop system for the life cycle of plastic resources 
(Payne and Jones, 2021).

Experts have highlighted the central roles of digital tools for the enhancement 
and efficacy of the CPE (Barrie et al., 2022; Oyinlola et al., 2022b; Rajput and Singh, 
2019). Digital technologies enable strategic monitoring, predictive investigation, 
increased system performance and traceability through the material life cycle 
(Chauhan et al., 2019). Similarly, the efficient use of resources facilitated through 
data- informed regenerative designs improves the environmental and economic 
sustainability of plastic products. Instructional and predictive machine learning 
insights can hence be used to tailor the production processes as well as constituents 
of eco- friendly products (Bressanelli et al., 2018a; Garcia- Muiña et al., 2019).

Therefore, this chapter reviews the intersection between modern digital 
technologies and the CPE. It examines various models for optimising digital 
technologies for systemic changes in ecosystems. This leads to the conceptualisation 
of a framework for the digitisation of Africa’s CPE. Accordingly, this chapter 
contributes to the body of literature as it targets the design of a holistic system 
for the intersection of digital innovations inspired by a significant range of digital 
functions and a CPE for Africa.

2 A Digitally Enabled CPE

Emerging digital technologies present great opportunities for the revolutionisation 
of critical sectors of the global economy. Digital technologies include Internet of 
things (IoT), artificial intelligence (AI), mobile applications, virtual reality (VR), 
augmented reality (AR), cloud computing, three- dimensional (3D) printing, 
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geographic information systems (GIS) and remote sensing, blockchain technology 
and big data analytics (BDA). The integration of these digital technologies in 
the CE will enable the development of innovations addressing various social and 
economic issues currently experienced in different sectors and parts of the world 
(Oyinlola et al., 2022). In addition, digital innovations will allow for a seamless 
transition from the contemporary linear value network into a CE for plastic 
resources, as it fosters a shift from unsustainable methods of material sourcing, 
production and consumption (Liu et al., 2022). This is required to effectively 
address the plethora of ecological and climate- related problems plaguing our 
planet in recent times. Consequently, scholars have argued that accelerating 
the global shift to a CE is firmly tied to digitalisation (Ajwani- Ramchandani 
et al., 2021; Chauhan et al., 2022; Ingemarsdotter et al., 2019). Researchers have 
examined various technologies, for example, the application of AI as a digital tool 
capable of executing tasks in a manner synonymous to that of the human intellect 
in information assimilation and reasoning (Wilts et al., 2021). Digital innovations 
can be instrumental for the implementation of CE principles in various industries. 
As an illustration, the flow of products can be tracked by manufacturers’ post- 
consumption in order to retrieve components and valuable parts for regeneration 
and design of value- added products (Lopes de Sousa Jabbour et al., 2018). Similarly, 
other scholars have shown that 3D printing can accelerate the transition to a CE 
(Oyinlola et al., 2023). Digital tools can be applied across the entire circular plastic 
value chain.

At present, the intersection of digital tools and the CE can be seen as 
a burgeoning field of research as there are a limited number of studies in this 
area. Recently developed literature draws upon ideas and analyses from domains 
such as competition- led sustainability in businesses, i.e., product service systems 
(PSS), industrial ecology and sustainable supply chain logistics (Pagoropoulos 
et al., 2017). Interestingly, conceptual research and reviews constitute the bulk of 
existing works as there are inadequate empirical studies illuminating the use of 
digital technology within the spheres of a CE, especially in developing regions 
like Africa. With the concept of a CE being often considered alongside other 
notions like decentralised manufacturing (Moreno and Charnley, 2016; Srai et al., 
2016) and enterprise systems, some may argue that the area is still at a “pre- 
paradigmatic” stage (Pagoropoulos et al., 2017; Weichhart et al., 2016), such that 
it must be developed, while tailored to individual relevant disciplines.

According to recent estimates, 1 million plastic bottles are manufactured 
every minute, with single- use plastics accounting for 47% of total garbage 
(Fagnani et al., 2021; Payne et al., 2019). A sustainable plastic economy 
cannot be accomplished simply by renewable feedstock; there is a necessity for 
supplementation by extensive sustainable waste management strategies. This 
requires several digitally enhanced material recovery infrastructures in order to 
manage the massive amounts of plastic garbage produced per time and minimise 
any leakages from the sustainable network.

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

  

 

  

 



178 Celine Ilo, Muyiwa Oyinlola and Oluwaseun Kolade

The fundamentals of a CE include eco- efficiency, material collection, sorting 
and recycling, sustainable design, production and redesign, life cycle assessment, 
cleaner production, carbon footprint reduction as well as other sustainable practices 
(Qi et al., 2016). Consequent to their multi- functional and long- lasting nature, 
the resourceful management of plastic products alongside the various processes 
involved in absolute value extraction from plastic wastes will be hardly achievable 
without digital technologies.

However, effective uptake of digital technologies for the CPE has been hampered 
by a number of barriers in Africa. These include inadequate information on how 
material resources and products traverse through the plastic value chain as well as 
their activities through their service life which will provide necessary details on their 
degradation processes and catalysts (Foschi et al., 2020). Another consideration is the 
lack of technological expertise for sustainable product design and how this expertise 
can be well inculcated into individual product development processes and projected 
service stages (Foschi et al., 2020). This will play a significant role in influencing 
general stakeholder (resource extraction companies, producers, manufacturers, 
retailers, customers and recyclers) behaviour in terms of levels of readiness and 
willingness to adopt required sustainable practices (Solomon and van Klyton, 2020). 
Dmitriev (2019) in a study enunciating the introduction of technologies for the 
logistics systems underlined challenges due to the lack of adequately defined legal 
framework, as well as the technical reticence of transport and logistics businesses 
to use modern digital technologies in the delivery of commodities. Therefore, it 
is impossible to disregard existing political and regulatory constraints such as the 
lack or misalignment of incentives, the absence of support from governmental 
institutions and hesitation on the path of business owners and product manufacturers 
(Bocken et al., 2016; Bressanelli et al., 2018b; Schirmeister and Mülhaupt, 2022; 
Schroeder et al., 2023). Foschi et al. (2020) further described how the public– 
private governance model, coupled with the growing number of disposal consortia 
and platforms, contributes challenges in product tracking. Olukanni et al. (2018) 
identified installation costs of a traditional material recovery facility(s) (MRFs) 
in low- income countries as well as a lack of significant technical skills, as a key 
impediment to the operationalisation of a CE for plastics.

A fundamental challenge for transitioning to a CPE in Africa is that the key 
actors (technical facilities, research bodies and governmental institutions) typically 
operate in silos (Oyinlola et al., 2022) with no strategic synergy and integration 
of approaches and methods by which the digital technologies are deployed to 
address various aspects of the CPE, such as collection, separation, sorting, 
sanitisation and recycling, to mention a few (Kolade et al., 2022; Olukanni et al., 
2018; Oyinlola et al., 2022b). For example, many technology- driven initiatives 
and start- ups for the CPE in Africa have been seen to operate individually, 
effectively disconnected from one another (Oyinlola et al., 2022b). This makes it 
difficult to achieve significant changes as should be seen with a functional CPE. 
An efficient CPE across Africa will be unachievable with the current system of 
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things which is characterised by the absence of unified participation of pertinent 
stakeholders (Awoyera and Adesina, 2020). As such, actualising the CPE calls for 
an amalgamation of consistent inputs from the diverse stakeholders involved. The 
CPE will benefit from a well- defined systemic change giving rise to a significant 
shift in societal values and norms (Chizaryfard et al., 2021).

Systemic changes that will accelerate the transition to a CPE cannot be 
facilitated by isolated digital innovations and disjointed CE strategies. There is 
a need for synergistic transformations across the entire value chain through the 
integration of multiple digital tools, strategically tailored to prevent leakage from 
the plastic value chain as well as track material flows (Truffer et al., 2008). In 
order to achieve this goal, a system thinking approach must be adopted. In a study 
highlighting the significance of digital technologies in the CE, Pagoropoulos, 
Pigosso and McAloone (2017) asserted that they have empowered the formulation 
of multiple PSS in the field of business. The concept of PSS is synonymous to the 
CE as it promotes a shift in business focus from selling things to selling utility 
via a combination of products and services that satisfies the same set of customer 
demands with less environmental effects (Lewandowski, 2016). Pagoropoulos, 
Pigosso and McAloone (2017) further evaluated the efficacy of digital technologies 
in the CE using a three- layer architectural framework namely, data collection, 
data integration and data analysis. Seven digital tools were identified and grouped 
into each layer based on individual functions: for data collection, radio frequency 
identification (RFID) and IoT; for data integration, relational database management 
systems (RDBMS), product life cycle management (PLM) systems and AI; and 
for data analysis, machine learning and BDA. An evaluation of the framework 
depicts that digital technologies play an essential role towards the CE by acting as 
a critical enabler in the optimisation of forward material flows and expedition of 
reverse material flows (Pagoropoulos, Pigosso and McAloone, 2017).

Chauhan, Sharma and Singh (2019) employed the situation, actor, process– 
learning, action, performance (SAP– LAP) interconnection model to examine the 
applicability of Industry 4.0 mechanisms in resolving difficulties in existing CE 
business models. This was achieved by analysing the cross- interaction and self- 
interaction linkages between the various components of the SAP– LAP framework, 
thus integrating both CE and Industry 4.0 streams in order to ascertain how 
issues regarding the CE parameters can be tackled. Research findings based on 
developed toolkits suggest that as regards the CE, senior managers (actors) have 
the most influence on the integration of Industry 4.0 to achieve sustainability. 
Additionally, smart technologies like IoT and cyber physical systems account for 
the most important Industry 4.0 activities that encourage the enhancement of CE 
performance metrics. However, the shortcoming of this research work is that the 
identification of ties between the main components of the SAP– LAP framework 
is based on the personal judgement of various experts; thus, it is susceptible to the 
writer’s individual bias. The study will benefit from empirical validation and real- 
world implementation.
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Furthermore, Liu et al. (2022) conducted a systematic review to inform 
the development of a framework –  digital technologies for the circular 
economy(DT4CE). This framework is used to ascertain which digital functions 
are most relevant in the realisation of a functional CE. The study identified 
13 different digital functions (Auto- plan, Auto- control, Sort and Classify, 
Optimise, Innovate, Forecast, Connect, Assess, Detect, Track and Trace, 
Monitor, Share and Collect) to be most effective in driving material circularity 
in line with the CE principles. It further hinges on seven mechanisms (Recycle, 
Repurpose, Remanufacture, Repair, Reuse, Reduce and Rethink and Refuse) 
for the implementation of the selected functions towards the enhancement of 
CE strategies. The framework also examines specifications and combinations 
of digital functions and CE strategies that have been widely studied, thereby 
revealing levels of technology maturity and existing gaps for application in the 
CE. Albeit the study is limited by its emphasis on just three digital technologies, 
namely IoT, BDA and AI. Reviews on a larger variety of CE technologies would 
offer greater understanding of the pertinence of digital technologies in the 
circular economy (CE- DT) integration.

Cwiklicki and Wojnarowska (2020) compared technologies such as AI, robotics, 
the IoT, autonomous vehicles, 3D printing, nanotechnology and biotechnology 
using the ReSOLVE model, 3R strategy and three other concepts. They concluded 
that the IoT and BDA were the most promising Industry 4.0 digitalisation tools for 
the CE. Ingemarsdotter et al. (2019), in their model, incorporated the 3R strategy 
with three operational strategies to point out the potentials of IoT. Tracking, 
monitoring, control, optimisation and design evolution were identified as main 
IoT capabilities, while circular in- service strategies are efficiency in use, increased 
utilisation and product service life extension. Circular looping strategies include 
reuse, remanufacturing and recycling. Furthermore, case studies on digital tools 
such as IoT, big data and data analytics were categorised by Kristoffersen et al. 
(2020) using the circular strategies scanner by Blomsma et al. (2019) which entails 
a comprehensive multilayered strategy mapping in accordance with the 9R 
strategies formulated by Potting et al. (2017).

3 A Framework for a Digitally Enabled CPE

As highlighted in the previous section, the application of multiple digital  
technologies in tandem, can perform a variety of essential functions. However,  
most of the studies have been focused on the Global West, with only a few  
fragmented studies focused on Africa which are not comprehensive enough to  
provide understanding on how digital technologies can accelerate a systemic  
shift in Africa’s current plastic value chain (Aristi Capetillo, 2021). Desmond  
and Asamba (2019) also noted that African case studies stay “hidden” as they  
are yet to be documented through academic research. Therefore, this chapter  
makes a contribution by drawing on a review of the extant literature to develop  
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a framework, the BIG- STREAM framework, which can accelerate the CPE  
transition in Africa.

This framework focuses on the following three main areas:

1. The core functions of digital technologies that are relevant to the CPE 
transition in Africa; Digital functions refer to using specific technologies to 
perform smart actions (Allmendinger and Lombreglia, 2005).

2. The strategies to be prioritised for the CPE transition in Africa.
3. The mechanisms by which highlighted digital functions can be leveraged for 

effective implementation of the CPE.

The elements of the BIG- STREAM framework (shown in Figure 11.1) are 
discussed below:

 • B –  big data and AI
 • I –  IoT and mobile applications

FIGURE 11.1  The BIG- STREAM CPE framework
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 • G –  GIS and remote sensing
 • ST –  sustainable transport and distribution
 • R –  responsible consumption; use, reuse, repair, remanufacture and repurpose, 

and recycle and recovery; identification, collection, separation, sorting, 
reprocessing

 • E –  energy recovery
 • A –  advice stakeholders; refrain, reuse, separate and garner
 • M –  monitoring and assessing of waste management systems for improved and 

more sustainable future product designs. 

3.1 Digital Functions

3.1.1 BDA and AI

BDA is referred to as the analysis of large data sets using a variety of cutting- edge 
methodologies in order to draw inferences and valuable conclusions (Ghasemaghaei 
et al., 2015; Oztemel and Gursev, 2018). Similarly, in the scope of a CPE for diverse 
settings like Africa, BDA embodies a viable tool for leveraging information from 
multiple systems of record, such as sensors and IoT, to enhance decision- making. 
It is pertinent to highlight that big data is not generally treated as a concept in and 
of itself but rather as a method for analysing large amounts of data gathered from 
various data sources (Abideen et al., 2021). This is particularly relevant taking into 
consideration the regional and ecological complexity of Africa (Olukanni et al., 
2018). AI has also lately received more attention in studies pertaining to the CE. It 
enables rapid and adaptive learning for data analysis (Haenlein and Kaplan, 2019; 
Kristoffersen et al., 2020), allowing for faster and more dynamic operations based on 
larger data sets and therefore opening up new opportunities for CE implementations 
(Ellen Macarthur Foundation, 2013). Relative to plastic waste management, the 
amalgamation of BDA and AI will enhance the tracing and sharing of material flows 
from the design and production to the end- of- service life stages which invariably 
facilitates waste recovery and connectivity between waste reduction practices. The 
integration of AI further introduces a smart and agile learning interface for data 
analysis and allows faster and more adaptable actions using large and dispersed data 
sets (Esmaeilian et al., 2018; Kristoffersen et al., 2020). IoT- affiliated technologies 
such as VR and AR are instrumental in the area of educating CPE stakeholders such 
as potential customers and governmental bodies on the imminence of environmental 
disaster if their quota is not rendered towards the CPE as well as the myriad of 
benefits to be recovered from existing plastic waste materials.

3.1.2 IoT and Mobile Applications

Digital tools such as IoT which are known to function by virtue of linking 
objects to enable the collection and transfer of information (Ghasemaghaei 
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et al., 2015). On the other hand, mobile and web applications for cell phones 
and other devices have become vital tools for a wide range of applications 
in the context of the CE (Faria et al., 2020). They rely on various methods 
of connectivity such as near- field communication (NFC), Bluetooth low 
energy (BLE) and Wi- Fi, for short- range communications and technologies 
and general packet radio service (GPRS), universal mobile telecommunications 
system (UMTS) and 3G/ 4G/ 5G to support long- range connections (Marques 
et al., 2019). Thereby enabling practices such as electronic commerce and 
product exchange, based on the geolocation of neighbouring users, and 
material upcycling (where it serves as a traditional social network for acquiring 
used items), which are required in the handling of plastic resources and waste 
materials (Agrebi and Jallais, 2015).

In terms of the identified life cycle phases in a CE for plastics, sensor 
technologies such as RFIDs, which is a major tool on which the IoT technology 
depends, in conjunction with mobile applications as principal interface, may 
assist in closing the material loop for plastics. Synchronous incorporation of 
both digital functions will promote system resilience for the CPE within Africa 
as it presents a medium for seamless communication between CPE actors. In 
this scenario, the key emphasis is on the material “End of Life” (EoL) and its 
relationship with sustainable manufacturing and product redesign. One famous 
example is the employment of RFIDs in the development of useful information 
on how the customer or client handled the product; hence, the incorporation 
of functions such as data collection will facilitate monitoring of plastic material 
flows through their life cycle (Faria et al., 2020).

3.1.3 GIS and Remote Sensing

The development of new digital technologies like remote sensing and GIS have 
made municipal waste management assessments seamless to conduct in recent 
years. Critical processes involved in the management of solid wastes like plastics, 
including capturing, waste handling and the transmission of necessary information 
in a timely and error- free manner, have been enhanced through the employment 
of these technologies. These tools may also be used to gather information directly 
from a distant site at a reasonable cost. Remote sensing technologies are also applied 
in landfill and trash bin placement, as well as assessing the environmental effect 
of buried garbage. Techniques have also been used for locating landfills and waste 
stockpiles for disposal, as well as evaluating the ecological effects of buried debris 
(Singh, 2019). This technology will be instrumental in the operationalisation of 
the recycle and recovery strategy (identification, collection, separation, sorting and 
material reprocessing) for plastic material circularity, as its monitoring capabilities 
will facilitate ease of identification and collection of plastic waste for effective 
recycling and upcycling.
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3.2 Strategies

3.2.1 Sustainable Transport and Distribution

The development of eco- packaging designs and environmentally friendly plastic 
substitution to facilitate material flows for plastic containers, and enhance 
packaging inventory is crucial as plastic packaging accounts for a huge percentage 
of overall plastic waste products in the environment today. This is also owing 
to the fact that in the contemporary mechanisms, they are designed to be 
single use, thereby causing their distribution to imply environmental depletion 
(Esmaeilian et al., 2018). Studies performed by Galindo et al. (2021) portrayed 
how the processing of raw materials to completed goods, raw material deployment 
and final product distribution can be sustainably optimised regardless of the 
extensivity and possible disjunction of existing suppliers’ network, product units 
and consumers. The model targeted the reduction of overall costs, which include 
raw material acquisition costs, manufacturing expenses and transportation costs, 
leveraging information such as raw material supply, raw material prices, raw 
material needs, production capacities, production expenses, raw material and final 
product conversions, customer demand and transportation costs provided by the 
plastic manufacturing firm.

3.2.2 Responsible Production and Consumption

They predominantly include, but are not limited to, the Reduce, Reuse and 
Recycle strategies commonly referred to as the 3Rs of the CPE (Blomsma et al., 
2019). Extrapolation of the 3Rs, in attempts to assess the CE strategies through 
a more comprehensive and circular perspective (cradle to cradle), led to the 9R 
strategy, R0 –  Refuse, R1 –  Rethink, R2 –  Reduce, R3 –  Reuse, R4 –  Repair, 
R5 –  Refurbish, R6 –  Remanufacture, R7 –  Repurpose, R8 –  Recycle and R9 –  
Recover, which was developed by Potting et al. (2017).

Innovative solutions such as the reuse, repair, remanufacturing and repurposing 
of plastic products should be employed to prevent plastics and microplastics from 
leaking into the environment, reaching and settling into water bodies. The 
effective execution of these practices is also facilitated by the use of alternative 
sustainable feedstock for plastic production, compared to non- renewable options 
(Mrowiec, 2018).

Adopting clean methods in the sourcing of plastic feedstock is essential for 
maintaining an environmentally sustainable plastic economy. Bioplastics such as 
polylactic acid was introduced and promoted by Djukić- Vuković et al. (2019) as 
a potential substitute to improve the environmental efficiency of plastics, whereas 
Walker and Rothman (2020) claimed that the precise environmental impacts 
of bioplastics are yet to be defined. Payne et al. (2019) explored polylactic acid 
waste management strategies. Plant- based plastic necessitates the use of fertilisers, 
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pesticides and land, accounting for further consumption of natural capital and 
the disruption of soil fauna (Atwood et al., 2018). Bioplastics can be made from 
waste, such as food waste, to produce polyhydroxyalkanoates (Rai et al., 2019), 
which has a lower environmental footprint. However, the economic viability of 
pre- treatment and the spillover impacts (requirement for food waste or unstable 
supply) must be carefully evaluated. Another option is biodegradable plastics 
(petroleum based with additives). However, they can still produce debris and 
pollution in a case where they are not properly collected, as they are not fully 
decayed under all conditions. Ultimately, the issues raised by plastic consumption 
would perpetuate if the waste management supply chain is not well developed 
and strongly adhered to (Klemeš et al., 2020).

The revision of current design and manufacturing techniques will allow 
for higher plastic recycling rates in all major applications. A myriad of plastic 
products, in fact, cannot be reused or recycled, in some cases relative to their 
method of initial design as well as material type. Thus, product redesign involves 
the utilisation of alternative available materials, for instance, the employment of 
natural alternatives to plastic microbeads in beauty products. In the same vein, 
it is important to consider the design of plastic products without the addition 
of toxic chemicals and colorants as this could result in ecological and health 
problems as well as minimises product capacity in secondary applications (Brink 
et al., 2018). This strategy will benefit from compliance on the path of managers 
in the adoption of eco- friendly product designs in a bid to avert the risk associated 
with customer’s unwillingness to abandon traditional products (De Jesus and 
Mendonça, 2018; Ritzén and Sandström, 2017).

Increased rates of plastic recycling cut down reliance on the importation of 
fossil fuels and reduce CO2 emissions. The processes of gathering, separation, 
sorting and recycling of plastic waste materials contribute to job opportunities and 
flexible income generation (Klemeš et al., 2020). It is a vital phase of the circular 
plastics loop and a determinant for the materialisation of plastic circularity.

3.2.3 Energy Recovery

Recycling and energy recovery are the final lines of defence in reshaping the linear 
system into a CE because they allow plastic products to have a longer lifespan 
and maintain resources in use for as long as possible, enhancing the sustainable 
management of post- consumer plastics which are at their end of life (Klemeš 
et al., 2020). The ultimate place of non- recyclable plastic should be incineration. 
Liu et al. (2022) argued that several factors influence the choice of an energy- 
based disposal technique, including energy efficiency, technical specifications, 
environmental laws, social acceptance and responsibility. Incineration, autoclaving, 
microwaving, plasma treatment, chemical treatment and steam treatment are 
examples of traditional techniques.
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3.2.4 Advice Stakeholders: Refrain, Reuse, Separate and Garner

According to Wichai- utcha and Chavalparit (2018), fundamental hindrances 
to the recycling of plastic waste materials are three major factors. They include 
human behaviour, i.e., lack of awareness on plastic recycling processes and the 
various types of plastics available; regulations (presence of incentives, plastic 
resin identification codes and eco- labels on products, etc.); and, lastly, recovery 
infrastructures (availability and access to collection bodies, efficiency of operations 
and running costs). These factors further highlight the cost intensiveness of effective 
plastic waste management and the need for integration of digital tools to close 
existing gaps by increasing the awareness of plastic users, knowledge proliferation, 
encouraging waste reductions, government intervention and promoting flow and 
connectivity in the plastics economy (Olukanni et al., 2018). This further allows 
for the advancement of scientific knowledge and extensive adoption of sustainable 
practices (Bucknall, 2020; Liu et al., 2022).

3.2.5 Monitoring and Assessing Waste Management Systems

The incorporation of digital functions is pertinent in this area, various initiatives 
have recorded the use of tools like blockchain technology. The monitoring and 
evaluation of waste management systems is invaluable to the proliferation of the 
CPE concept. In order to collect longitudinal data on waste operations, blockchains 
are characterised as a data ledger, and as such, one of its basic features is the logging 
of events and transactions in blocks, allowing the provenance of resources and wastes 
to be made available and public, if required. This data is utilised in the monitoring 
and improvement of the efficacy and efficiency of waste management procedures 
(Steenmans et al., 2021).

In this study, the decision was made to harness three major technologies for 
optimising the CPE and some in clusters as they share an intersection of functions 
relevant to the proposed CE strategies. They include big data and AI, IoT and 
mobile applications, and GIS and remote sensing, thereby constituting the “BIG- 
STREAM” framework.

4 Conclusion

Given the environmental and public health challenges posed by plastics, the 
transition to a CPE in Africa is now imperative. This chapter illustrates that 
despite the potential for digital technologies to accelerate the transition, there is 
need for strategic synergy and integration of approaches and methods. Therefore, 
this chapter adopts a system thinking approach to develop the BIG- STREAM 
framework, which brings together digital functions, strategies and mechanisms 
for digital technologies to address various aspects of the CPE. This chapter 
also stresses the necessity for the incorporation of digital innovations to foster 
a sustainable and resource- efficient plastic value chain which will function in 
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lockstep with a proactive atmosphere of collaboration among stakeholders. The 
framework underlines practical as well as research implications which includes a 
requirement for the stringent reform of business practices and a change of social 
behaviour alongside further research on how digitally optimised frameworks 
such as this could be closely tailored to specific plastic- affiliated industries, 
organisations and businesses. This will allow for clearer insights on how their 
management processes can be reconfigured as well as expose new opportunities 
for perpetual development. Finally, the limitation of this study includes that the 
digital functions discussed are nascent, and the CPE strategies were established 
based on a review of conceptual studies or systematic reviews of current relevant 
academic resources; hence, there is requirement for further validation of ideas 
through quantitative and practical case studies for a CPE.

Acknowledgement

This work was supported by the Sustainable Manufacturing and Environmental 
Pollution (SMEP) programme funded with UK aid from the UK government 
Foreign, Commonwealth and Development Office (FCDO) (IATI reference 
number GB- GOV- 1- 30012).

References

Abideen, A.Z., Pyeman, J., Sundram, V.P.K., Tseng, M.L., Sorooshian, S., 2021. 
Leveraging capabilities of technology into a circular supply chain to build circular 
business models: A state- of- the- art systematic review. Sustainability 13, 8997. https:// 
doi.org/ 10.3390/ SU1 3168 997

Agrebi, S., Jallais, J., 2015. Explain the intention to use smartphones for mobile 
shopping. J. Retail. Consum. Serv. 22, 16– 23. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.JRE TCON 
SER.2014.09.003

Ajwani- Ramchandani, R., Figueira, S., Torres de Oliveira, R., Jha, S., Ramchandani, 
A., Schuricht, L., 2021. Towards a circular economy for packaging waste by using new 
technologies: The case of large multinationals in emerging economies. J. Clean. Prod. 
281, 125139. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.JCLE PRO.2020.125 139

Allmendinger, G., Lombreglia, R., 2005. Four strategies for the age of smart services. 
Harvard Bus. Rev., 76, 131– 145.

Aristi Capetillo, A., 2021. Circular economy in a plastic world: How can emerging 
technologies enable the transition? Master’s Thesis.

Atwood, L.W., Mortensen, D.A., Koide, R.T., Smith, R.G., 2018. Evidence for multi- 
trophic effects of pesticide seed treatments on non- targeted soil fauna. Soil Biol. Biochem. 
125, 144– 155. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.SOIL BIO.2018.07.007

Awoyera, P.O., Adesina, A., 2020. Plastic wastes to construction products: Status, 
limitations and future perspective. Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 12, e00330. https:// doi.
org/ 10.1016/ j.cscm.2020.e00 330

Bakker, C., Wang, F., Huisman, J., Den Hollander, M., 2014. Products that go 
round: Exploring product life extension through design. J. Clean. Prod. 69, 10– 16. 
https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.JCLE PRO.2014.01.028

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.3390/SU13168997
https://doi.org/10.3390/SU13168997
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JRETCONSER.2014.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JRETCONSER.2014.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2020.125139
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SOILBIO.2018.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cscm.2020.e00330
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cscm.2020.e00330
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2014.01.028


188 Celine Ilo, Muyiwa Oyinlola and Oluwaseun Kolade

Barrie, J., Anantharaman, M., Oyinlola, M., Schröder, P., 2022. The circularity 
divide: What is it? And how do we avoid it? Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 180, 106208. 
https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.RESCON REC.2022.106 208

Blomsma, F., Pieroni, M., Kravchenko, M., Pigosso, D.C.A., Hildenbrand, J., 
Kristinsdottir, A.R., Kristoffersen, E., Shabazi, S., Nielsen, K.D., Jönbrink, A.K., Li, 
J., Wiik, C., McAloone, T.C., 2019. Developing a circular strategies framework for 
manufacturing companies to support circular economy- oriented innovation. J. Clean. 
Prod. 241, 118271. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.JCLE PRO.2019.118 271

Bocken, N.M.P., De Pauw, I., Bakker, C., Van Der Grinten, B., 2016. Product design 
and business model strategies for a circular economy. J. Ind. Prod. Eng. https:// doi.org/ 
10.1080/ 21681 015.2016.1172 124

Bressanelli, G., Adrodegari, F., Perona, M., Saccani, N., 2018a. Exploring how usage- 
focused business models enable circular economy through digital technologies. 
Sustainability 10, 639. https:// doi.org/ 10.3390/ SU1 0030 639

Bressanelli, G., Adrodegari, F., Perona, M., Saccani, N., 2018b. The role of digital 
technologies to overcome circular economy challenges in PSS business models: An 
exploratory case study. Procedia Cirp. 73, 216– 221.

Brink, P. ten et al. 2018. Circular economy measures to keep plastics and their value in 
the economy, avoid waste and reduce marine litter. Available at: www.econs tor.eu/ han 
dle/ 10419/ 173 128

Bucknall, D.G., 2020. Plastics as a materials system in a circular economy. Philos. Trans. 
R. Soc. A 378, 20190268.

Chauhan, C., Parida, V., Dhir, A., 2022. Linking circular economy and digitalisation 
technologies: A systematic literature review of past achievements and future promises. 
Technol. Forecast. Soc. Change 177, 121508. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.TECHF 
ORE.2022.121 508

Chauhan, C., Sharma, A., Singh, A., 2019. A SAP– LAP linkages framework for integrating 
Industry 4.0 and circular economy. Benchmarking 28, 1638– 1664. https:// doi.org/ 
10.1108/ BIJ- 10- 2018- 0310/ FULL/ PDF

Chizaryfard, A., Trucco, P., Nuur, C., 2021. The transformation to a circular 
economy: framing an evolutionary view. J. Evol. Econ. 31, 475– 504. https:// doi.org/ 
10.1007/ s00 191- 020- 00709- 0

Conkle, J.L., Báez Del Valle, C.D., Turner, J.W., 2017. Are we underestimating 
microplastic contamination in aquatic environments? Environ. Manag. 61, 1– 8. https:// 
doi.org/ 10.1007/ S00 267- 017- 0947- 8

Cwiklicki, M., Wojnarowska, M., 2020. Circular economy and Industry 4.0: One- 
way or two- way relationships? Eng. Econ. 31, 387– 397. https:// doi.org/ 10.5755/ J01.
EE.31.4.24565

De Jesus, A., Mendonça, S., 2018. Lost in transition? Drivers and barriers in the eco- 
innovation road to the circular economy. Ecol. Econ. 145, 75– 89.

Desmond, P., Asamba, M., 2019. Accelerating the transition to a circular economy in 
Africa: Case studies from Kenya and South Africa. Circ. Econ. Glob. South 152– 172. 
https:// doi.org/ 10.4324/ 978042 9434 006- 9

Djukić- Vuković, A., Mladenović, D., Ivanović, J., Pejin, J., Mojović, L., 2019. Towards 
sustainability of lactic acid and poly- lactic acid polymers production. Renew. Sustain. 
Energy Rev. 108, 238– 252. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.RSER.2019.03.050

Dmitriev, A.V., 2019. Digital technologies of transportation and logistics systems visibility. 
Strateg. Decis. risk Manag. 10, 20– 26. https:// doi.org/ 10.17747/ 2618- 947X- 2019- 1- 20- 26

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/J.RESCONREC.2022.106208
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2019.118271
https://doi.org/10.1080/21681015.2016.1172124
https://doi.org/10.1080/21681015.2016.1172124
https://doi.org/10.3390/SU10030639
http://www.econstor.eu
http://www.econstor.eu
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TECHFORE.2022.121508
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TECHFORE.2022.121508
https://doi.org/10.1108/BIJ-10-2018-0310/FULL/PDF
https://doi.org/10.1108/BIJ-10-2018-0310/FULL/PDF
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00191-020-00709-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00191-020-00709-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/S00267-017-0947-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/S00267-017-0947-8
https://doi.org/10.5755/J01.EE.31.4.24565
https://doi.org/10.5755/J01.EE.31.4.24565
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429434006-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.RSER.2019.03.050
https://doi.org/10.17747/2618-947X-2019-1-20-26


BIG-STREAM 189

Ellen Macarthur Foundation, 2013. Towards the Circular Economy: Economic and 
Business Rationale for an Accelerated Transition. Cowes.

Esmaeilian, B., Wang, B., Lewis, K., Duarte, F., Ratti, C., Behdad, S., 2018. The future of 
waste management in smart and sustainable cities: A review and concept paper. Waste 
Manag. 81, 177– 195. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.WAS MAN.2018.09.047

Fagnani, D.E., Tami, J.L., Copley, G., Clemons, M.N., Getzler, Y.D.Y.L., McNeil, A.J., 
2021. 100th anniversary of macromolecular science viewpoint: redefining sustainable 
polymers. ACS Macro Lett. 10, 41– 53. https:// doi.org/ 10.1021/ ACSMA CROL 
ETT.0C00 789/ SUP PL_ F ILE/ MZ0C0 0789 _ LIV ESLI DES.MP4

Faria, R., Lopes, I., Pires, I.M., Marques, G., Fernandes, S., Garcia, N.M., Lucas, J., 
Jevremovic, A., Zdravevski, E., Trajkovik, V., 2020. Circular economy for clothes 
using web and mobile technologies— A systematic review and a taxonomy proposal. 
Information 11, 161. https:// doi.org/ 10.3390/ INFO1 1030 161

Foschi, E., D’Addato, F., Bonoli, A., 2020. Plastic waste management: a comprehensive 
analysis of the current status to set up an after- use plastic strategy in Emilia- Romagna 
Region (Italy). Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 28, 24328– 24341. https:// doi.org/ 10.1007/ S11 
356- 020- 08155- Y

Galindo, A.M.O., Dadios, E.P., Billones, R.K.C., Valenzuela, I.C., 2021. Cost Optimization 
for the Allocation, Production, and Distribution of a Plastic Manufacturing Company 
Using Integer Linear Programming. 2021 IEEE 13th Int. Conf. Humanoid, 
Nanotechnology, Inf. Technol. Commun. Control. Environ. Manag. HNICEM 2021. 
https:// doi.org/ 10.1109/ HNIC EM54 116.2021.9731 804

Garcia- Muiña, F.E., González- Sánchez, R., Ferrari, A.M., Volpi, L., Pini, M., Siligardi, C., 
Settembre- Blundo, D., 2019. Identifying the equilibrium point between sustainability 
goals and circular economy practices in an Industry 4.0 manufacturing context using 
eco- design. Soc. Sci. 8, 241. https:// doi.org/ 10.3390/ SOCSCI 8080 241

Ghasemaghaei, M., Hassanein, K., Turel, O., 2015. Impact of Data Analytics on 
Organizational Performance Impacts of Big Data Analytics on Organizations: A 
Resource Fit Perspective Emergent Research Forum Papers 1– 2.

Haenlein, M., Kaplan, A., 2019. A brief history of artificial intelligence: On the past, 
present, and future of artificial intelligence. California Manag. Rev. 61, 5– 14. https:// doi.
org/ 10.1177/ 00081 2561 9864 925

Ingemarsdotter, E., Jamsin, E., Kortuem, G., Balkenende, R., 2019. Circular strategies 
enabled by the Internet of Things— A framework and analysis of current practice. 
Sustainability 11, 5689. https:// doi.org/ 10.3390/ SU1 1205 689

Kaur, G., Uisan, K., Ong, K.L., Ki Lin, C.S., 2018. Recent trends in green and sustainable 
chemistry & waste valorisation: Rethinking plastics in a circular economy. Curr. Opin. 
Green Sustain. Chem. 9, 30– 39. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ j.cogsc.2017.11.003

Klemeš, J.J., Van Fan, Y., Jiang, P., 2020. Plastics: Friends or foes? The circularity and 
plastic waste footprint. Energy Sources Part A 43, 1549– 1565. https:// doi.org/ 10.1080/ 
15567 036.2020.1801 906

Kolade, O., Odumuyiwa, V., Abolfathi, S., Schröder, P., Wakunuma, K., Akanmu, I., 
Whitehead, T., Tijani, B., Oyinlola, M., 2022. Technology acceptance and readiness of 
stakeholders for transitioning to a circular plastic economy in Africa. Technol. Forecast. 
Soc. Change 183, 121954. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.TECHF ORE.2022.121 954

Kristoffersen, E., Blomsma, F., Mikalef, P., Li, J., 2020. The smart circular economy: A 
digital- enabled circular strategies framework for manufacturing companies. J. Bus. 
Res. 120, 241– 261. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.JBUS RES.2020.07.044

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/J.WASMAN.2018.09.047
https://doi.org/10.1021/ACSMACROLETT.0C00789/SUPPL_FILE/MZ0C00789_LIVESLIDES.MP4
https://doi.org/10.1021/ACSMACROLETT.0C00789/SUPPL_FILE/MZ0C00789_LIVESLIDES.MP4
https://doi.org/10.3390/INFO11030161
https://doi.org/10.1007/S11356-020-08155-Y
https://doi.org/10.1007/S11356-020-08155-Y
https://doi.org/10.1109/HNICEM54116.2021.9731804
https://doi.org/10.3390/SOCSCI8080241
https://doi.org/10.1177/0008125619864925
https://doi.org/10.1177/0008125619864925
https://doi.org/10.3390/SU11205689
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogsc.2017.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2020.1801906
https://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2020.1801906
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TECHFORE.2022.121954
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JBUSRES.2020.07.044


190 Celine Ilo, Muyiwa Oyinlola and Oluwaseun Kolade

Lewandowski, M., 2016. Designing the business models for circular economy— Towards 
the conceptual framework. Sustainability 8, 43.

Liu, Q., Trevisan, A.H., Yang, M., Mascarenhas, J., 2022. A framework of digital 
technologies for the circular economy: Digital functions and mechanisms. Bus. Strateg. 
Environ. 31, 2171– 2192. https:// doi.org/ 10.1002/ bse.3015

Lopes de Sousa Jabbour, A.B., Jabbour, C.J.C., Godinho Filho, M., Roubaud, D., 2018. 
Industry 4.0 and the circular economy: A proposed research agenda and original 
roadmap for sustainable operations. Ann. Oper. Res. 270, 273– 286. https:// doi.org/ 
10.1007/ S10 479- 018- 2772- 8

Marques, G., Pitarma, R., Garcia, N.M., Pombo, N., 2019. Internet of Things 
architectures, technologies, applications, challenges, and future directions for enhanced 
living environments and healthcare systems: A review. Electronic 8, 1081. https:// doi.
org/ 10.3390/ ELE CTRO NICS 8101 081

Marsden, P. et al. (2019). Microplastics in drinking water. Geneva: World Health Organization. 
Available at: https:// libr ary.wur.nl/ WebQu ery/ wurp ubs/ 553 048 (Accessed: 18 
March 2023).

Moreno, M., Charnley, F., 2016. Can re- distributed manufacturing and digital intelligence 
enable a regenerative economy? An integrative literature review. Smart Innov. Syst. 
Technol. 52, 563– 575. https:// doi.org/ 10.1007/ 978- 3- 319- 32098- 4_ 48/ COVER

Mrowiec, B., 2018. Plastics in the circular economy (CE). Ochr. Sr. i Zasobow Nat. 29, 
16– 19. https:// doi.org/ 10.2478/ OSZN- 2018- 0017

Olukanni, D.O., Aipoh, A.O., Kalabo, I.H., 2018. Recycling and reuse technology: Waste 
to wealth initiative in a private tertiary institution, Nigeria. Recycling 3, 44. https:// doi.
org/ 10.3390/ RECYC LING 3030 044

Oyinlola, M., Kolade, O., Schroder, P., Odumuyiwa, V., Rawn, B., Wakunuma, K., 
Sharifi, S., Lendelvo, S., Akanmu, I., Mtonga, R., Tijani, B., Whitehead, T., Brighty, 
G., Abolfathi, S., 2022. A socio-technical perspective on transitioning to a circular 
plastic economy in Africa. SSRN Electron. J. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4332904.

Oyinlola, M., Okoya, S.A., Whitehead, T., Evans, M., Lowe, A.S., 2023. The potential of 
converting plastic waste to 3D printed products in Sub- Saharan Africa. Resour. Conserv. 
Recycl. Adv. 17, 200129. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ j.rcr adv.2023.200 129

Oyinlola, M., Schröder, P., Whitehead, T., Kolade, S., Wakunuma, K., Sharifi, S., Rawn, 
B., Odumuyiwa, V., Lendelvo, S., Brighty, G., Tijani, B., Jaiyeola, T., Lindunda, L., 
Mtonga, R., Abolfathi, S., 2022b. Digital innovations for transitioning to circular 
plastic value chains in Africa. Africa J. Manag. 8, 83– 108. https:// doi.org/ 10.1080/ 23322 
373.2021.1999 750

Oztemel, E., Gursev, S., 2018. Literature review of Industry 4.0 and related technologies. 
J. Intell. Manuf. 31, 127– 182. https:// doi.org/ 10.1007/ S10 845- 018- 1433- 8

Pagoropoulos, A., Pigosso, D.C.A., McAloone, T.C., 2017. The emergent role of digital 
technologies in the circular economy: A review. Procedia CIRP 64, 19– 24.

Payne, J., Jones, M.D., 2021. The chemical recycling of polyesters for a circular plastics 
economy: Challenges and emerging opportunities. ChemSusChem 14, 4041– 4070. 
https:// doi.org/ 10.1002/ cssc.202100 400

Payne, J., McKeown, P., Jones, M.D., 2019. A circular economy approach to plastic waste. 
Polym. Degrad. Stab. 165, 170– 181. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.POLY MDEG RADS 
TAB.2019.05.014

Plastics Europe (2022). Enabling a sustainable future, Plastics Europe. Available at: https:// pla 
stic seur ope.org/  (Accessed: 18 March 2023).

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1002/bse.3015
https://doi.org/10.1007/S10479-018-2772-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/S10479-018-2772-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/ELECTRONICS8101081
https://doi.org/10.3390/ELECTRONICS8101081
https://library.wur.nl
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-32098-4_48/COVER
https://doi.org/10.2478/OSZN-2018-0017
https://doi.org/10.3390/RECYCLING3030044
https://doi.org/10.3390/RECYCLING3030044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rcradv.2023.200129
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322373.2021.1999750
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322373.2021.1999750
https://doi.org/10.1007/S10845-018-1433-8
https://doi.org/10.1002/cssc.202100400
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.POLYMDEGRADSTAB.2019.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.POLYMDEGRADSTAB.2019.05.014
https://plasticseurope.org
https://plasticseurope.org


BIG-STREAM 191

Potting, J., Hekkert, M.P., Worrell, E., Hanemaaijer, A., 2017. Circular Economy: Measuring 
Innovation in the Product Chain. Planbur. voor Leefomgeving.

Qi, J., Zhao, J., Li, W., Peng, X., Wu, B., Wang, H., 2016. Development of Circular Economy 
in China. Research Series on the Chinese Dream and China’s Development Path. 
Springer. https:// doi.org/ 10.1007/ 978- 981- 10- 2466- 5

Rai, P.K., Lee, S.S., Zhang, M., Tsang, Y.F., Kim, K.H., 2019. Heavy metals in food 
crops: Health risks, fate, mechanisms, and management. Environ. Int. 125, 365– 385. 
https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.ENV INT.2019.01.067

Rajput, S., Singh, S.P., 2019. Connecting circular economy and industry 4.0. Int. J. Inf. 
Manage. 49, 98– 113. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.IJINFO MGT.2019.03.002

Rashid, A., Asif, F.M.A., Krajnik, P., Nicolescu, C.M., 2013. Resource conservative 
manufacturing: An essential change in business and technology paradigm for 
sustainable manufacturing. J. Clean. Prod. 57, 166– 177. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.JCLE 
PRO.2013.06.012

Ritzén, S., Sandström, G.Ö., 2017. Barriers to the circular economy –  Integration of 
perspectives and domains. Procedia CIRP 64, 7– 12. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.PRO 
CIR.2017.03.005

Sharuddin, S.D.A., Abnisa, F., Wan Daud, W.M.A., Aroua, M.K., 2016. A review on 
pyrolysis of plastic wastes. Energy Convers. Manag. 115, 38. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ 
j.encon man.2016.02.037

Schirmeister, C.G., Mülhaupt, R., 2022. Closing the carbon loop in the circular plastics 
economy. Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2200247. https:// doi.org/ 10.1002/ marc.202200 247

Schroeder, P., Oyinlola, M., Barrie, J., Bonmwa, F., Abolfathi, S., 2023. Making policy 
work for Africa’s circular plastics economy. Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 190, 106868. 
https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ j.rescon rec.2023.106 868

Silva, D., Rocha- Santos, T.A.P., Adeniran, A.A., Shakantu, W., 2022. The health and 
environmental impact of plastic waste disposal in South African townships: A review. 
Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Heal. 19, 779. https:// doi.org/ 10.3390/ IJE RPH1 9020 779

Singh, A., 2019. Remote sensing and GIS applications for municipal waste management. 
J. Environ. Manage. 243, 22– 29. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ j.jenv man.2019.05.017

Solomon, E.M., van Klyton, A., 2020. The impact of digital technology usage on economic 
growth in Africa. Util. Policy 67, 101104. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.JUP.2020.101 104

Srai, J.S., Kumar, M., Graham, G., Phillips, W., Tooze, J., Ford, S., Beecher, P., Raj, B., 
Gregory, M., Tiwari, M.K., Ravi, B., Neely, A., Shankar, R., Charnley, F., Tiwari, 
A., 2016. Distributed manufacturing: Scope, challenges and opportunities. Int. J. Prod. 
Res. 54, 6917– 6935. https:// doi.org/ 10.1080/ 00207 543.2016.1192 302

Steenmans, K., Taylor, P., Steenmans, I., 2021. Blockchain technology for governance of 
plastic waste management: Where are we? Soc. Sci. 10, 434. https:// doi.org/ 10.3390/ 
SOC SCI1 0110 434

Truffer, B., Voß, J.P., Konrad, K., 2008. Mapping expectations for system 
transformations: Lessons from sustainability foresight in German utility sectors. 
Technol. Forecast. Soc. Change 75, 1360– 1372. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.TECHF 
ORE.2008.04.001

United Nations. 2021. Peace, dignity and equality on a healthy planet, United Nations. Available 
at: https:// www.un.org/ en/  (Accessed: 18 March 2023).

Walker, S., Rothman, R., 2020. Life cycle assessment of bio- based and fossil- based 
plastic: A review. J. Clean. Prod. 261, 121158. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.JCLE 
PRO.2020.121 158

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-10-2466-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENVINT.2019.01.067
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.IJINFOMGT.2019.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2013.06.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2013.06.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.PROCIR.2017.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.PROCIR.2017.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2016.02.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2016.02.037
https://doi.org/10.1002/marc.202200247
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2023.106868
https://doi.org/10.3390/IJERPH19020779
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.05.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JUP.2020.101104
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2016.1192302
https://doi.org/10.3390/SOCSCI10110434
https://doi.org/10.3390/SOCSCI10110434
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TECHFORE.2008.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.TECHFORE.2008.04.001
https://www.un.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2020.121158
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2020.121158


192 Celine Ilo, Muyiwa Oyinlola and Oluwaseun Kolade

Weichhart, G., Molina, A., Chen, D., Whitman, L.E., Vernadat, F., 2016. Challenges and 
current developments for sensing, smart and sustainable enterprise systems. Comput. 
Ind. 79, 34– 46. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/ J.COMP IND.2015.07.002

Wichai- utcha, N., Chavalparit, O., 2018. 3Rs policy and plastic waste management 
in Thailand. J. Mater. Cycles Waste Manag. 21, 10– 22. https:// doi.org/ 10.1007/ S10 
163- 018- 0781- Y

Wilts, H., Garcia, B.R., Garlito, R.G., Gómez, L.S., Prieto, E.G., 2021. Artificial 
intelligence in the sorting of municipal waste as an enabler of the circular economy. 
Resources 10, 28. https:// doi.org/ 10.3390/ RESOUR CES1 0040 028

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/J.COMPIND.2015.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/S10163-018-0781-Y
https://doi.org/10.1007/S10163-018-0781-Y
https://doi.org/10.3390/RESOURCES10040028

